


































































signed to assist: 

Local administrators 
(directors and coordinators). 

Finance-accountants and clerks. 
Teachers and supervisors. 
Educational aides. 
Auxilliary personnel. 

Literally hundreds of professionals and 
paraprofessionals who worked at the local 
school level in Iowa's Title I projects with 
educationally-deprived children have 
contributed their time and expertise. 
They have shared their experiences, both 
successes and failures, with their 
fellow-workers throughout the state. This 
first-hand exchange of ideas, plans, and 
techniques has been helpful in a 'very 
practical way. Empathy and close bonds 
are quickly established by people who have 
common goals and similar frustrations. 
Title I workshops appear to have provided 
the vehicle for such experiences and Title I 
programs are benefiting as a result. 

One of the urgent needs requiring 
constant attention is that of keeping Title I 
personnel at the local level informed of 
Title I goals, objectives, and major areas of 
emphasis. Operating local projects within 
guidelines required by the Federal Law 
(Public Law 89-10 and its amendments) 
need to be reviewed frequently. Maximum 
freedom for local educational agencies to 
conduct each project in a desirable and 
effective manner to reach the selected 
educational goals within the framework of 
Title I is the major responsibility and 
objective of - the Department of Public 
Instruction. 

It is also the responsibility of the 
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Department to provide assistance in 
planning local programs and encouraging 
inservice training. 

Evaluation 

On the basis of 448 evaluation reports 
from Iowa public school districts for the 
fiscal year 1969, 1,190 Title I activities 
were provided for educationally-deprived 
children. Reading was the most popular 
activity with 41,679 children participating 
from 435 school districts. Health services 
was the most popular supportive activity 
with 93 schools serving 33,593 children. 

Evidence that Title I programs are 
helping educationally-deprived children to 
achieve academically is revealed by the 
educational gains found in the test data. 
The primary test used in evaluating Title I 
programs was the Iowa Test of Basic Skills; 

test results were reported in grade 
equivalency and based upon Iowa norms. 
The general educational gain was from 
seven to nine months based upon a mean 
score tabulation. 

In reviewing fiscal year 1970 programs 
in Title I, the following major trends were 
discernable: 

The local school districts were 
concentrating on the individual child 
and his educatignal problems. 

The quality of the programs was 
improving and becoming more 
sophisticated. 
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The majority of the programs were 
provided for children in the primary 
grades, K-3. 

The local school districts were 
plannning programs for the whole child 
rather than trying to fragment the 
program in to one or two curricular 
areas. 

S orne local school districts were 
accepting total responsibility for Title I 
pro grams and incorporating these 
concepts into their regular school 
programs. 

Both public and private school officials 
have expressed satisfaction regarding the 
benefits which have resulted because of 
programs financed with Title I, ESEA 
funds. 

Academic gains can be objectively 
shown, but of equal benefit are the 
attitudinal changes which can only be 
measured subjectively. When children feel 
that their teachers are truly interested in 
their success, they show a new interest and 
a renewed effort. 

The Title I program is still hampered by 
delays in final funding of the projects as 
federal appropriations approved late in the 
school year prevent adequate planning. 
School officials are certainly to be 
commended for their efforts in planning 
and implementing Title I activities when 
final allocations are not known. Advance 
funding each year would be very 

advantageous to local school agencies and 
to state educational agencies in planning 
effective projects. Hopefully, Congress may 
see the need for advanced funding and soon 
begin allocating the funds in time for local 
schools to make adequate plans. 

The program is beginning to reach 
mature status. Less emphasis is given to the 
purchase of novel equipment and involved 
learning programs. A balanced staff with a 
continuity of activities is evolving. Each 
child needing special help receives it on a 
follow-through basis so he can continue to 
succeed. And the constant reassessment of 
the goals and objectives of American 
education is of great value to every school 
district. All of these results are beginning to 
emerge as the real gains from Title I, 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act 
programs in the state of Iowa. 
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